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EDITORIAL NOTES 


Matthew 16: 18. 

Without touching upon the ecclesiastical discussion of this 
simple declaration: “Thou art Peter, and upon this rock I will 
build my Church,” we shall consider the personal application 
of it to ourselves as individuals. Who was this man, and what 
was this rock? He was the most unstable and shifting of the 
disciples—as little like a rock as a man could be. He was a 
man who could not stand the strain of disapproval nor suspicion ; 
a man who was more like sand than rock. Yet Jesus takes 
him just as he is and promises him that his sand-like nature shall 
be changed, and that he shall become just what he ought to be, 
part of the rock to which he, as sand, adheres, when he shall 
be able to say, “I live; yet not I, but Christ liveth in me”; or, as 
Paul said, “My life is hid with Christ in God.” It is like the pro- 
cess of nature which tosses the sand up on the shore and then beats 
upon it and hardens it until it becomes converted into stone, 
and we call it by what seems a contradiction in terms—sand- 
stone. So Jesus takes this unstable character and says to him: 
“Thou shalt be a rock.” But He calls him by his name—“Thou 
art Peter.” Remember it, but “Thou shalt be a rock” if thou 
shalt stand and live by the Son of the living God. This privilege 
has been given to all believers and confessors of the Son of the 
living God. This privilege is ours if we really believe in our 
hearts and confess with our mouths. 


Father Walsh 

We congratulate Father Walsh, who left the Paulist Fathers 
some months ago, upon his new appointment as rector of St. 
Mary’s Protestant Episcopal Church, in The Bronx, N. Y. He 
preached his first sermon last Sunday to a large congregation, 
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which was very much impressed by the kind spirit of the preacher 
and his faithfulness to the Master’s call. As we are personally in- 
terested in all kindness shown to our brethren, who, for the 
sake of truth, make such a sacrifice as Father Walsh has made, 
we thank the Rt. Rev. Bishop Greer for his courage and his 
interest shown in this case. Many others will follow Father 
Walsh if the Lord opens the way and strengthens our hands to 
enable them. 


Father Klauder 


We begin in this number a series of most interesting articles 
from the pen of Father Alexander L. A. Klauder. His case, 
one of the most remarkable of the present time, is going to be 
heard in the courts in a few days. Father Klauder publishes 
the “Church Protest,” and we not only recommend the paper, but 
wish that all the readers of THe CoNvertep CATHOLIc would 
subscribe for it, as in that way considerable aid could be given 
to our courageous brother to defray the expenses of this notable 
law suit. 

Great Movement 

We invite all ex-priests to correspond with us on an im- 
portant matter. We are unable to write to many of them, not 
having their addresses. Our plans are of vital importance to 
them. 


Francis Parkman said of the Roman Catholic Church: “Clear- 
ly she is of earth, not of Heaven; and her transcendently dra- 
matic life is a type of the good and ill, the baseness and nobleness, 
the foulness and purity, the love and hate, the pride, passion, 
truth, falsehood, fierceness and tenderness that battle in the rest- 
less heart of man.” 


Read the two books we are advertising this month on the in- 
side front cover: “The Hand of God and Satan in Modern His- 
tory,” by Albert Close, author of “Babylon,” etc., for which we 
are the only American agents, and “The Martyr in Black,” by 
Miss Anna M. Lowry (Sister Justina, O. S. B.), for twenty 
years anun. Her own life-story. These are two interesting new 
hooks. They should be read by everybody. 
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THE TOLEDO BISHOP’S LOVE. 
BY MR. CHARLES EATON. 


“Whatever be the differences of creed, let love, harmony and 
unity be maintained. * * * Let each be true to his religion and 
social principles, but let all have a decent respect for the con- 
victions of their neighbor; and let there be mutual co-operation 
on all sides for the betterment of home, country and nation.” 

These are splendid words. If the spirit they seem to express 
were in the creed of the Catholic Church antagonism toward that 
Church would cease; we all could take hold of hands. One would 
think that the speaker is a true American and that no oath of 
alienage binds him to exert “all” his “strength” in observing and 
causing American people to observe the ordinances and mandates 
of a foreign throne. One would believe that the speaker could 
swing his hat and salute our banner—the heaven-blessed banner 
that protects him, and affirm, as our Constitution does, that the 
laws of the American people are to him and his conduct “the 
supreme law of the land”; and that the Vatican decrees are not 
to him the supreme law. 

But let us go slow and meanwhile remember the Trojan horse; 
and let us not forget that awful night when Judas said, “Master, 
Master,” and kissed Jesus and thus betrayed Him. 

The speaker is the Catholic bishop of Toledo, Ohio, and the 
above quotation closes his recent discourse. 

Catholics are taught that “all are bound to belong to the 
(Catholic) Church, and he who knows the Church to be the true 
Church and remains out of it cannot be saved.” Catholics are 
taught that they must obey the laws and precepts of the Church 
or they incur the everlasting anguish of hell. They are subjects of 
the hierarchy and not sovereign American citizens in the realm of 
faith and morals. They must believe that the pope has, “imme- 
diate’ authority over them in matters relating to marriage, 
education, morals, justice and religion—all the things touching 
right and wrong now within the jurisdiction of the people by 
virtue of heroes and heretics like Martin Luther and progressive 
patriots like our forefathers. 

In view of the fact that the Toledo bishop’s oath of office 
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requires him to inflict Catholicism’s wrathful punishments—savage 
and merciless punishments, which flout and thwart his appeal—it 
was a daring undertaking to formulate the exhortation; for it is 
non-Catholic in words and hence heretical, or is poised on mental 
reservations which defy both hypocrisy and mendacity to excel it. 

Let “love” be maintained, he urges. Is it love that denies a dead 
Catholic a public prayer, denies him a grave in Catholic earth, and 
denies him entrance into Heaven if he was married according to 
the laws of Ohio, without the presence of a priest? Is it love that 
kas made it a crime for a Catholic to join our social organizations 
and co-operate therein in benevolent service? Is it love that 
damns Catholic parents for sending children to the public schools 
contrary to ecclesiastical orders? Damns Catholics for using our 
constitutional freedom of speech and fredom of press in critici- 
ing sacerdotal discipline, despotism and imposture? Damns our 
Catholic neighbors for reading the Protestant Bible and in- 
terpreting the Catholic Bible, and for singing and praying in our 
churches? Are such curses manifestations of love? Are such 
curses expressions of “decent respect” for the “convictions” of 
Catholic citizens ? 

Catholicism teaches—as quoted above—that Protestants are 
damned who, after due information, remain out of the Catholic 
Church; for it also teaches that Protestantism is a crime. Is the 
bishop, therefore, sincere, really sincere, when he asks “each” 
citizen—each Protestant no less than each Catholic—to be “true 
to his religion?’—true to his criminal creed? Is the bishop 
sincere, or is he wearing a Jesuit’s mask and keeping his eye on 
the money of Toledo bankers, manufacturers and merchants to 
help him pay for a new cathedral and other buildings the Toledo 
papers mention? Is it protection of a Catholic who is trying to 
be “true” to a different religion he has espoused, to damn him for 
se doing? “Unity” is a virtue the bishop wants maintained. This 
appears all right till we remember that the unity the hierarchy is 
fostering leads the people under the papal yoke which destroys 
democracy in the realm of faith and morals. No patriot should 
practise such unity. The bishop is concerned for the “home.” 
Is it loyalty to Toledo homes to swear to enforce the pope’s 
ordinances which sanction annulments of marriage in defiance of 
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State laws and sanction the bastardizing of children? Isn't it as 
wicked to disrupt families by annulment of the marriage bond on 
ten or fifteen artificial grounds, and by bastardizing children, as 
it is to divorce the parties for crime, desertion and cruelty and 
not bastardize the children? The bishop’s appeal embraces also the 
“country and nation” and asks for “co-operation” on all sides for 
their betterment. This is indeed gay masquerading in the garb 
of patriotism in the face of his oath to enforce the pope’s orders 
forbidding American Catholics to prefer to associate with their 
non-Catholic neighbors, unless “forced by necessity.” 

O bishop, did Jesus ever utter such things and do such things 
against the State and the people; or authorize you or your pope 
so to do? Show the Toledo people, please, your “divine” com- 
mission to menace them with hell for using and honoring the 
sacred rights and prerogatives guaranteed them by the Ohio Con- 
stitution. 

The star principles guiding the Toledo bishop and all his 
brother ecclesiastical conspirators are expressed in three Church 
publications lying before me: 

“All other societies (than the Catholic Church) arrogating 
to themselves the name of Church, because guided by the spirit 
of darkness, are sunk in the most pernicious errors, both doctrinal 
and moral.” 

That is the point of the dogmatic dagger of calumny concealed 
under the bishop’s “love,” “harmony” and “unity” and “respect” 
for the “convictions” of his Protestant neighbors. 

The quotation is from the catechism published by command of 
Pope Pius V and translated in 1829 by a priest of Maynooth Col- 
lege. It is the standard catechism to-day. 

“Absolute civil sovereignty in the right of the people to make 
their own laws in entire independence and utter disregard of any 
other criterion than the popular will expressed at the polls. 

“Absolute freedom of thought in politics, morals or religion. 
The unrestrained liberty of the press. 

“Such are the radical principles of liberalism, * * * Liberalism 
is therefore a greater sin than blasphemy, theft, adultery, homicide 
or any other violation of the laws of God.” 

Here is a sight at the eyes, fangs, jaws and claws of the ec- 





42 THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC. 


clesiastical monster which the bishop asks Toledo Protestants 
to “co-operate” with for the “betterment of home, country and 
nation.” , 

The descriptions and denunciations of liberalism are from a 
book censored and sent forth by the Vatican in 1887 as meriting 
“great praise” for its “sound doctrine”; and republished under 
the imprimatur of Archbishop Kain, of St. Louis, in 1899. 

“We are * * * sometimes allowed or even bound by charity 
or the duty of our position’—position as bishop of Toledo, for 
instance—‘‘to conceal the truth.” 

This is the Hoyle that is coaching the Toledo bishop—helping 
him adjust his papal mask when he appears before non-Catholics. 
The quotation ‘is from Deharbe’s Catechism, used in parochial 
schools. 

To give money to this high priest is to give-strength to his 
hands in tightening the papal fetters on the minds and limbs of 


Catholic citizens—strengthen his hands in denying them their 
constitutional and inalienable right to use and honor our liberties 


and free institutions; giving money to this priest is giving him 
weapons of bigotry and wrath to destroy liberty, equality and 


fraternity, the basic principles of Toledo society and of Ohio 
democracy. 


Waterloo, N. H. 


Portugal —Rome Condemns Republicanism 
Eight hundred Portuguese priests having accepted pensions 
from the Portuguese government, declare it their duty to sup- 
port the present republic, since the country’s prosperity depends 
on the consolidation of the existing régime. “L’Osservatore 
Romano,” the official organ of the Vatican, condemns this action 
as “insupportable and scandalous,” not only because “adhesion 
is given to republican institutions,” but because it “represents a 
humiliating subjection of the clergy to lay authority and an im- 
plied recognition of the iniquitous law of separation, solemnly 
condemned by the Holy See.” Republican institutions, suprem- 
acy of the civil power, and separation of Church and State—the 
three most characteristic features of American government—are 
here explicitly condemned by the papacy’s official mouthpiece. 
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LETTER TO CARDINAL GIBBONS 


XII. 
My dear Cardinal: 

Some years ago I was appointed by the Bishop of Malaga, 
who died as cardinal of Sevilla, to visit a convent of nuns and 
to give them ten days of spiritual exercises. When I went to 
see the bishop to receive his private instructions and blessing 
before departing to perform my delicate commission he horrified 
me with astounding revelations of the condition of affairs in 
that particular convent. I am quite sure that if you were really 
in earnest when you protested against Maria Monk’s book a visit 
of a few hours to that convent would have convinced you that 
the author of that book was very mild in her statements. I am 
not going now to say what I found there. Just a little incident 
leads me to refer to this case. The bishop told me that his only 
hope was in my going there, and that if I did not succeed he 
would have to close the convent. I am sorry to say that I did 
not succeed. Matters there were beyond any reformation. But 
there was one nun there who, although not perfect, at least was 
not as bad as others. She was the first who came to reveal to 
me the secrets of the convent, and the revelations were of such 
a nature that on the third day I went back to consult with my 
poor bishop. I remember that this nun said the following words 
to me, and she repeated them later in a letter, which I sent to 
Rome: “Father, this is hell! Oh, I wish to be free and tell all 
the world that the worst enemies of society are the priests, and 
the higher in office the worse they are. The nuns are as bad. We 
were told that the superiors have their hearts. blackened. But 
I believe no one would accept the dignity of that office if she 
had any heart left. The higher the authority to whom I darea 
to send my just complaint the more inhuman has been the treat- 
ment I have received. The great sin of the Church is deception.” 

In my quiet moments I thought of the poor nun who was 
condemned to live and die in a convent, for the simple reason 
that to leave the convent would mean for her dishonor worse 
than death. I wish, my dear Cardinal, you would think over 
those simple words. Do not play the part of ignorance. Here 
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in America, where bishops and cardinals are confronted at every 
turn with reluctant or insubordinate subjects, who have to be left 
alone for the sake of avoiding scandal, you have seen enough 
to form your own judgment. So I am sure that in your heart 
you must agree with the nun that the great sin of your Church 
is deception. As for myself, I left it when I was convinced that 
it is impossible to be honest and to be at the same time faithful 
to the Church. I could go over all the practises of the Church, 
and without one exception I could show you that the principal 
objects in view are money and power, and that the victim is the 
poor faithful son of the Church, who does not know that he is 
being deprived of his freedom and being forced to pay tribute 
to his oppressor. Study the supremacy of your Church through- 
out her entire history, and you will observe that the Holy Spirit 
never took any part in your victories. Jesus came to the poor, 
to redeem the captive. Your Church went to the rich and power- 
ful of this world to enslave the poor and ignorant. When I 
look upon your persecutions I fail to see that the preaching of 
the Gospel of Jesus Christ had anything to do with them. They 
have been always due to the fact that your Church has sold her- 
self to the more powerful, no matter if he were heathen, Ma- 
hommedan, or had no religion at all. I hope to treat this subject 
more at length in later issues, but what I have said here is not 
far aside from the subject under discussion. Three points I 
purpose to treat in this letter: One, with reference to you per- 
sonally ; the second, to Cardinal Farley ; and the third, to the pope. 

I have been informed that on November 19, 1912, Mr. 
William Macon Coleman wrote a letter to the Rt. Rev. Mgr. 
William F. Russell, of St. Patrick’s Church, Washington, D. C., 
asking him for information as to the genuineness of the follow- 
ing alleged extracts-from the cardinal’s oath taken by you, viz.: 


1. To be ever ready to aid the popes to retain, defend and 
recover their rights. 

2. To try in every way to assist, uphold, preserve, increase 
and promote these rights, even temporal, especially those of the 
civil principality. 


In answer to his letter, Mr. Coleman received the following 
reply : 
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Dear Mr. Coleman: 

In reply to your letter to Monsignor Russell with reference 
to the so-called cardinal’s oath, he directs me to say that he has 
written to his eminence, James Cardinal Gibbons, asking for au- 
thentic information on the subject. I enclose the answer of the 
cardinal, which was written in a hurry and in pencil. 

Respectfully yours, 


JouNn B. FLYNN, Secretary. 
Cardinal Gibbons’ answer: 


Dear Dr. Russell: 
I have no knowledge of such a formula. 
J. Carp. G. 


Cardinal, you are very faithful to the Church. I will not 
congratulate you, but I give you credit for it. You are a good 
candidate for the papacy, but you will never be a pope. Since 
Sixtus V. the cardinals are very much opposed to old, conserva- 
tive candidates. Sixtus was a very pious man. He never lifted 
his eyes from the ground, and was quite familiar with old con- 
servative theology. The cardinals thought that he was a good 
tool, and elected him. But he began such a campaign of reform 
in the papal court that it was counted great luck for a cardinal 
to be able to escape from Rome. As he became so haughty, 
when he was made pope, some one asked him how it was that 
he did not dare to lift his eyes from the ground when he was 
a monk. And he answered, “Because I was looking for St. 
Peter’s keys.” 

Going back to our subject: The first thing that calls my 
attention is the attitude of Mgr. Russell. It looks to me as if he 
was impeaching you, which not only is very disrespectful, but 
even if not prohibited by your Church (for I could not adduce 
any canon for it), certainly is against its practise for many cen- 
turies. Doctor Russell ought to know perfectly well what is the 
teaching of your Church on that subject, and if not, he has there 
the apostolic delegate, whom he could ask for information, and 
then answer upon his own responsibility. I suppose he has been 
reprimanded for it, even if he does not publish it. 

Mr. Coleman made a mistake. He overlooked the fact that 
you could safely say, “I have no knowledge of such a formula,” 
with the mental reservation, “to tell it to any inquirer.” Anyway, 
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he got the desired information from the “Tablet,” although the 
“Tablet” would have a hard time to prove that those very words 
are contained in the oath you took in the Vatican. But, dear car- 
dinal, we are here confronted with one of those cases, so com- 
mon in your Church, in which faithfulness and honesty are in 
conflict. You may have no knowledge of that formula. Every 
one can see that. But you know that it contained the substance 
of that which Mr. Coleman had in mind. I can hardly believe 
that you are as little informed of the doctrines of your Church 
as you appear to be of its history. I may respectfully say here 
that your boldness surprises me as much as if you would try 
to make us believe that your Church has never worshiped Mary. 

But in the supposition that you were not free to tell Mr. Cole- 
man your mind, I will give him the benefit of my freedom, and 
tell him all about the subject. 

This doctrine is so plain that I do not know of any modern 
author of canon law who will not treat it. To recommend at. 
least one I will advise any one who wishes to see the incon- 
gruity of your statement to read Marianus De Luca S. J., pro- 
fessor of the Gregorian University. Although for many years 
the Church of Rome has maintained the doctrine of supremacy 
in temporal power as of Divine right, political circumstances, 
obliged Pius IX. and Leo XIII. to legislate on this subject. 
The way Pius acted was very characteristic of the Church. He 
could not impose his arbitrary will upon his faithful people, 
who once demanding a republican government, and looking to 
the King of Naples for a ray of hope, sent from every one of 
the papal states an expression of their unrest and of their dislike 
for the old regime. The first step of the pope was to claim his 
immunity favor, which he was sure to obtain even from his 
opponents, who thought that in it they saw the abdication of the 
pope from the temporal power. This, and a reform in his gov- 
ernment, attracted to Pius many dissident forces and stopped for 
a while the propaganda against him. The next step was to 
show the right of his claims, and the forged documents of the 
fraudulent concessions were produced. The next step was to 
show that the good of the Church was the good of the common- 
wealth, and the obligation of the Church was to defend it. This 
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was admitted, generally. The next was to impose upon the faith- 
ful the obligation to defend the rights of the Church, and Aus- 
tria, France and Spain responded to the papal call with armies 
and men-of-war. The next was to arrest the increasing strength 
of the enemy by issuing an allocution, frightening with excom- 
munication those who by any means helped the enemies of the 
temporal power. The Syllabus came next, in which two propo- 
sitions are condemned, by which we can see the general feeling 
of the papal subjects. The one was to blind the ignorant, to 
whom it was to the great interest of the Church to show that 
the enemies were only a handful of renegades, while the rest of 
the world was at the command of the pope. Here are the con- 
demned propositions: I. “75. The children of the Christian and 
the Catholic Church are not agreed upon the compatibility of the 
temporal with the spiritual power.” The second was directed 
to those who did not see any use for fighting, and saw in the 
temporal power the source of the evils of the Church, viz., II. 
“76. The abolition of the temporal power, of which the apostolic 
see is possessed, would contribute in the greatest degree to the 
liberty and prosperity of the Church.” Finally came the excom- 
munications, with the most condemnatory words of the authors, 
helpers, counsellors and adherents of the overthrow of the tem- 
poral power. Since that time the pope has adopted the position 
of a prisoner, refusing to avail himself of the magnanimity of 
the Italian Government, of which we have already spoken. The 
attitude of the Church everywhere has been to inculcate among 
the faithful the responsibility of defending the pope and to 
help him to regain his temporal power, without which he cannot 
govern the Church. Leo XIII. worked incessantly, with some 
measure of success. The Knights of Columbtis and other socie- 
ties have no other purpose. At least if the members of such 
organizations are blinded, theirs is the fault. The Church has 
no other object in view in authorizing such societies. Pius, as 
well as Leo, required alliance from the bishops. But do the 
cardinals vow to defend and recover the rights of the pope? 
Certainly they do, and the popes do so also. No cardinal can be 
admitted to the conclave without pronouncing the oath that he 
shall not admit the alliance of the usurper, the King of Italy, and 
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that he, in case of election, will try with all his power to give 
the Church her independence. No pope could sit in St. Peter’s 
chair without vowing that he will never acknowledge any other 
sovereign, nor shall he abdicate his rights, and without authoriz- 
ing the cardinals to annul anything he might do in such a case, 
and depose him ipso facto. 

Now, cardinal, you know all this, and much more, which 
I omit for lack of space. Why did you not, in this way, give 
a straight, honest answer to Dr. Russell? He knows it, too. 
Why did he write you? Why did you not say at once: “Yes, we 
make a vow to restore to the pope his temporal rights, and we 
pray for the day to come in which some nation will wake up and 
support our claim and enable us to destroy the usurper.” 

In a Capuchin convent in Pamplona there was once proposed 
for discussion this question of conscience: “Is it lawful to kill 
the King of Italy?” The answer was in the affirmative, on the 
ground that it is lawful to kill in war, and the king and the 
pope are in the same relation to-day as they were in when their 
armies faced each other in the battle-field. 

As this is a rule which would work both ways, it might be 
asked, Is it in the fear of the application of the rule to himself 
that the pope is afraid to leave the Vatican? No. For since 
the passage of the most generous law papal guarantees by the 
Italian Government the pope is given the most ample freedom 
and protection by the Italian king. The king, therefore, occu- 
pies no warlike position, and if there is a spirit of war it is 
found only in the pope. 

The pope does not leave the Vatican because he still claims 
temporal sovereignty in Italy. And if he should once step be- 
yond the walls of the Vatican he would be upon ground over 
which he cannot exercise temporal rulership, and would come 
under the rulership of another. And he would thereby give 
tacit acknowledgment to the abandonment of his claim to the 
throne of Italy. The pope prefers to remain self-imprisoned with- 
in the Vatican grounds, living in the hope that at some future 
time the succession to the Italian throne may be contested by 
rival aspirants; and that perhaps one of them may be a man 
and the other a woman. In such a case he might be able to 
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seize upon the advantage of the weakness of one. Through the 
confessional he might enter upon a conspiracy with the woman, 
and declare the man insane, as he did with Charles V. And then 
under the Salica law he could place the woman upon the throne, 
and having her under his control, establish himself once more 
in the supreme rulership, finally forcing her to abdicate the 
throne to him. 

The pope does not leave the Vatican because he finds his 
imprisonment a gold mine. As a prisoner he pleads great 
poverty in the loss of his Italian throne and its revenues. And 
so a play is made upon the sympathy of his poor deluded sub- 
jects all through the Roman Church, who, in consequence, pour 
their gifts into his treasury. Here in the United States the 
poor laboring people, the servant girl and the trench digger, 
deny themselves their modest comforts and even the necessities 
of life to swell the fund of Peter’s Pence in order to maintain 
their poor starving pope in luxury such as does not come within 
the realm of their dreams. Every now and again, in order to 
more greatly excite their sympathy and loyalty and self-denying 
generosity, the message is sent forth from the Vatican that the 
poor pope is in such danger that he must flee from Italy and 
find asylum in Spain, or in the United States, or in some other 
place of safety. 

Yet you know perfectly well, my dear cardinal, that the pope 
never dreams of leaving the Vatican, and dares not and cannot 
do so. For the moment he leaves the Vatican he abdicates and 
is no longer pope. You know that when the Sacred Col- 
lege meets in conclave to elect a pope every cardinal must take 
an Oath that if the election should fall upon him and he should 
become pope he will never leave the Vatican until the throne 
of Italy is restored to him, and that if he should do so, the mo- 
ment he steps beyond those walls he abdicates and is no longer 
pope. Pius X. may leave the Vatican. But the pope cannot 
leave the Vatican. Pius X. may come to Washington. But 
the pope cannot come to Washington. For when Pius X. 
arrives in Washington another pope occupies the throne of 
Peter in Rome. But the pope and the hierarchy in Rome know 
well how to deceive the people and extort from them the hard- 
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earned fruit of their toil. The story is told that the pope’s barber 
made a fortune by selling his hairs to the people. On one occa- 
sion a quarrel arose between him and one of the cardinals be- 
cause the cardinal was not receiving what he regarded as a 
sufficient share of this graft. The barber retorted to him, “But 
I am honest in this, that I at least sell the people the real hair 
of the pope, while you sell them dogs’ bones for saints’ bones.” 
And so they perpetrate many deceptions for the extraction of 
money from the purses of the people. 

Cardinal Farley has gone to Porto Rico to celebrate the cen- 
tenary of the establishment of a Roman see in that island. But 
is his visit not really intended to practise another deception upon 
the poor people of the Roman obedience and extract papal riches 
from their poverty? . 

Why should there be such a celebration, when a Jesuit priest, 
Father Sherman has confessed on the occasion of the American 
invasion, fifteen years ago, that for four hundred years those 
people had been entirely neglected and without religion? 

But Father Sherman did not see what I have seen in Porto. 
Rico. Those poor people may have been, indeed, without re- 
ligion, but they were by no means neglected by the Roman des- 
potism, which had ruled over them for four centuries and found 
abundant wealth in their enslavement. The priest ruled in every 
town and village. He made the laws and governed magistrates 
and mayors. If public officials refused to obey his will a com- 
plaint to the Governor removed the official, The people were 
in the direst poverty. Yet the priests found wealth in their 
poverty. Because they could not afford the feés demanded of 
the priests the people lived together without ecclesiastical mar- 
riage, and were allowed to do so, because the priest rendered 
no service without a liberal fee. But the priest kept close watch 
upon the earnings of the people. And when he discovered that 
a man had earned a small sum he summoned him and wife, as 
we would call her in common law, to appear before him to be 
married in the proper manner for a fee of perhaps ten dollars, 
under threat that they would be sent to prison if they refused. 
And so allowing the worst license when no fees could be had 
they extracted from the people their small earnings when any 
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could be found. There were prophets going among the people 
declaring they had performed miracles such as Jesus Christ had 
performed, although these alleged miracles were always per- 
formed secretly, exciting the superstitions of the people and 
extracting their money. The priests did not openly acknowledge 
the occurrence of such miracles, but nevertheless by means of 
them they attracted the people to the churches for special cele- 
brations and extracted their money for special blessings. If 
the souls of the people were neglected; if Rome conducted them 
to a state of lowest degradation during four hundred years of 
her supremacy over them, she certainly did not neglect their 
money. 

And now why has Cardinal Farley gone to Porto Rico? Is 
it not to extract more money? For two years the poor, toiling 
people of that island have been bled of their small earnings, in 
their poverty, to accumulate a great fund for the entertainment 
of Cardinal Farley and his retinue in princely manner. And to 
what end? Is it not that he may confer a papal blessing upon 
this bishop and his priests, and exalt and magnify them in the 
eyes of the poor, deceived people in order that in the future 
they may more readily and easily extract from them their earn- 
ings to swell the coffers of Rome? And is it not an attempt 
to paralyze the noble work that has been accomplished among 
those people by Protestant missionaries, who, through the agency 
of the Gospel, have lifted the people who have come under their 
care, out of their degradation and have given them education 
and independence, and have established among them industry 
and thrift and happy, Christian homes? This Rome cannot abide, 
because it means death to Rome’s iniquitous system of extortion. 
And in self-preservation Rome must crush all such attempts to 
elevate the people. 

The third point, as I said, refers to the pope; and here I 
want to emphasize the fact that the papal court has never dealt 
squarely with the people. I have much to say on this point 
to the people of your Church, for I think that nothing can bet- 
ter help to open their eyes than this fact. Everything in your 
Church has the tendency to keep the faithful ignorant of the real 
state of affairs. The immunity of the priest has no other object 
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than to surround him with a sanctity which many a time he 
does not possess. The members of your Church really do not 
know more than that they have to obey the priest without dis- 
cussing the reason or the justice of it. The honor of the Church 
is above all truth, justice, and even above family relations. But 
the Church, in the understanding of the people, means only the 
clergy. The canceling of the four popes is a proof of this. If 
the court of Rome knows that those popes ought not to figure 
in the list of popes, if she feels responsible and is really in- 
terested in her followers, ‘why does she not come out squarely 
and say, in the papers and pulpits: “Dear brethren, in spite of 
the infallibility which we teach you that we possess and do not 
believe ourselves, the former popes made a mistake in putting 
such and such in the list of the successors of St. Peter.” But, 
instead of coming with such frankness, let us see what she did 
in order to deceive the people. The Annuario Pontificio, pub- 
lished every year in the Vatican, has, since its first appearance, 
many, many years ago, published the list of pontiffs, which was 
the only official and authorized list. Any historian who would 
not admit the accuracy of that list was sure to be condemned by 
the Church, as was the case with Duchesnes. Now, as the 
Church could not suppress the historical facts in possession of 
the defenders of the truth, instead of confessing her mistake, do 
you know what she did? Well, for the last two years she 
did not publish any list of popes. Everybody was surprised, but 
nobody could give any reason for it. This year, after this silence, 
and without any apology or explanation, she publishes the list 
without four popes? Is that to deal squarely with the people? 
Have they no right to know the truth? This is not, of course, 
the only instance. How many members of your Church know 
about St. Petronila? Very few realize that she has been ban- 
ished from Heaven. In some countries she was so greatly vener- 
ated on account of her miraculous power that we find her name 
very commonly used as a baptismal name among women. I 
remember that the first person to whom I gave the absolution 
was called by that name. What would happen if some- 
body should tell them that they do not bear the name of any 
historical saint? And really that is a fact, which your Church 
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has not openly published. And I am sure that thousands of peo- 
ple are still praying to her. Let us see what the Church 
did with her. By some means or another she was 
one of the first to get into the list of saints. The critics discovered 
that she was really one of the earliest of the venerated saints 
of whom we have any record. But it was also discovered that 
she was the daughter of Saint Peter! Great efforts were made 
to show that she was his spiritual daughter, but history could 
not support that. The Church then began to teach that, if she 
was the daughter of Saint Peter, she must have been born before 
he’ was made pope. But again, the critics showed the impossi- 
bility of this. And the worst of it is, that they even support their 
views with undeniable proofs and that some pontiffs made use of 
this very fact to justify their own improper conduct. Finally 
the Church began to work against Saint Petronila, not openly, 
because in many towns where she was the patron saint the 
people would kill any priest who would dare to preach against 
Saint Petronila. The court of Rome adopted this policy, viz., 
not to speak against the saint, but not to grant any more privi- 
leges in her name. In the towns where she was most venerated 
they put in the calendar some other saint or virgin possessed 
with more powerful gifts of performing miracles. In such towns 
they kept in the Breviary the duplex maj. and octave. But 
in Other dioceses they changed the office for’ Saint Petro- 
nila to second class. When the people got interested in the 
new saint then the pope changed the feast of such saint to the 
day of Saint Petronila, who, on that account, could have only 
a simple commemoration. In our Breviary of 1889 they 
eliminated the lesson of the second noctum, which related 
to her life. I am told that in the new Breviary her name does not 
appear at all. But in her place we have a new saint, Filomena, 
whose history nobody knows, but whose miraculous power is 
wonderful. Now, is this fair? Is it not a deception? 

Now, going back to the popes. The “Tablet,” your own paper, 
published in England, and through which I learned that the num- 
ber of cancelled popes was four, and not five, as the New York 
“Times” stated on February 1, 1913, says: “They were not very 
respectable popes.” I am very glad to have such an admission 
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from the “Tablet.” I knew that they were not very respectable 
popes. But why is it that every one who dared to say so before 
now had to suffer for it? How will the Church atone for the 
punishment inflicted upon honest men, who, knowing this very 
fact, did not want to hold that truth from the people? But now 
that the “Tablet” has taken the position that they deserved to 
be canceled because they were not very respectable popes, I will 
say, that although I have never had much regard for them, I 
will defend some of them until the pope takes some others out 
of the list. Until then I will prove that some of the canceled 
popes were better men than two-thirds of the real popes. As 
I have done in the past I will not use any but your own his- 
torians to prove my case. 

In the next issue we shall begin with the first of them, Boni- 
face the VI. MANUEL FERRANDO. 






Impertinence of Romanism 


It is said that when Cardinal Farley, of the Roman Catholic 
Church, recently visited Salt Lake City, local Catholics asked 
the Commandant of the United States fort at that place to turn 
out the garrison for the Church parade in honor of the Cardinal, 
and that the request was granted, and the Colonel marched the 
whole regiment, except one company, in the procession. If this 
be true, it is only another instance of the impertinence of Rome. 
It is in harmony with her history and present purpose. There 
is a rising tide in this country against the attitude of Romanism, 
and it will rise higher if the Church does not learn more wisdom 
and modesty. Our criticism is not of people who often make the 
best of neighbors, courteous, kind and helpful, but against cer- 
tain principles, and against an organization that is arrogant and 
despotic. Let Rome keep her hands off our schools, our soldiers 


and our politics! This is free Protestant America!—The Chris- 
tian Statesman, Jan., 1913. 


“A lie is like a snowball, the longer one rolls it the larger it 
grows.’—Martin Luther. 
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THE ROMAN CHURCH vs. MORALITY 


BY PROF, W. RUSSELL COLLINS, D.D. 


“The American Ecclesiastical Review,” is a Roman Catholic 
publication, describing itself as, “a monthly publication for the 
clergy. Cum Approbatione Superiorum,” published in Philadel- 
phia by the Dolphin Press. 

In the current (February) number a section is devoted to 
“Studies and Conferences.” Under this general title there ap- 
pears upon page 181, an article entitled, “The Impediments of 
Fear and Clandestinity in Modern Canon Law (Illustrated by 
a case of conscience).” The article is signed, “Stanislaus.” It 


opens with the following proposition which is submitted for dis- 
cussion. 


“A youth who had been invited to stay with a family at a 
summer resort, by an unguarded intimacy with the daughter of 
the house, seriously compromises himself and his friends, in such 
wise as to cause the parents to insist on the young man marry- 
ing the girl. The boy, a Catholic, refuses, but the influence of 
his own father is brought to bear on him, and he finally accepts 


a situation from which he cannot legitimately extricate himself. 

“As the girl in the case is a Protestant, and as there is not 
a resident priest in the place, the ceremony is performed before 
the local minister in the presence of the parents of both parties. 
The young couple continue to dwell in the home of the girl; but 
it is remarked that they live in a continuous state of tension, 
neither of them speaking to the other without necessity. 

“Shortly after the young man’s return to the city in the fall, 
and after his having secured a share of his inheritance from 
his father, he quietly departs to a distant place, severing all con- 
nection with his espoused. 

“Some years later he meets a Catholic girl whom he wishes 
to marry. He goes to a priest of the town, explains to him the 
condition of affairs as stated above, and also that the woman 
whom he was forced to marry is still living. He wants to know 
whether he is free to marry again, since he thinks the first mar- 
riage could not be valid.” 

Twelve pages are devoted to the discussion of the bearing of 
canon law upon such a case. Much of the discussion, however, 
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is wide of the mark and is irrelevant to the case in point. 

The discussion is divided into two parts, with three subdivi- 
sions in the first part, viz.: “I. Principles involved in the case: 
A, Impediment of Fear. B, Law of the church on the Impedi- 
ment of Fear. C, The Impediment of Clandestinity. II. Ap- 
plication of the Principles of the Case.” 

In the opening clause under Part I, the author states, “It is a 
case of fear having induced the young man to yield, against his 
inclination and will, to the pressure of the parents. There is 
also the question of clandestinity, in accordance with the law of 
the ‘Ne Temere.’ The priest’s answer must depend on a proper 
estimate of the existence of these two impediments.” 

Five or six short quotations from the discussion will be suf- 
ficient to describe its character, without the necessity of giving 
an analysis of all its attempted sophistry and windings through 
the intricacies of Roman canon law. 

Early in the argument the writer says, “The question is nar- 
rowed down to this: Js the injustice by which one is morally 
forced to consent to marriage sufficient to deprive the act of 
validity?” 

Later he says, “By nature every human individual is free to 
marry or not to marry, a person of his choice. Injustice is done 
if this freedom is interfered with by another.” 

“No authority can justly infringe this liberty even in cases 
where there is a question of sin between the parties. For, if 
in the first place, if, as happens often enough, both parties are 
equally guilty, the crime being mutual, neither party is injured. 
Secondly, if the sin was committed only through violence of 
the young man, and injustice was therefore done, it does not 
follow that a judge has the right to impose the alternative of either 
marriage or prison. The injustice as such done to the innocence 
of the girl cannot be repaired. What the judge can do is to 
punish the crime by demanding satisfaction, such as a fine to 
be paid the girl for the possible temporal damages that may re- 
sult from the crime.” 

“That marriage cannot be imposed as a means of restitution 
is also apparent when we consider that restitution cannot be 
enforced under too great a sacrifice. No one will deny that the 
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sacrifice of a man’s liberty of choice in the matter of marriage 
is to be considered as an extraordinary one.” As a further argu- 
ment as an impediment to the validity of compulsory marriage, 
the writer contends that marriage is a sacrament and a valid 
sacrament must be voluntary and cannot be compulsory. 

Under “Clandestinity,” the writer says, “The decree ‘Ne 
Temere’ (article III) invalidates all marriages since 19 April, 
1908, not contracted by a pastor, within the limits of his parish, 
and two witnesses. This is so essential that without a priest 
entitled to witness marriages, no Catholic can validly enter into 
marriage so far as the church is concerned.” 

The article is then concluded with the following deduction: 

“All things considered, I think the priest who was consulted 
can hold out good hopes to the young man. If both impediments, 
that of grave unjust fear and that of clandestinity, are found in 
the case, the ecclesiastical court could certainly take up for trial 
the easier of the two, which would be the impediment of clan- 
destinity as understood by the ‘Ne Temere.’ In that case one 
trial and the declaration of nullity by the bishop would leave the 
young man free to marry again.” 

Before reviewing this discussion, I cannot avoid remarking 
that Roman Catholic literature seems to delight in obscenity and 
in the discussion of obscene questions. The moral law in the 
case presented is so clearly apparent that there is not the re- 
motest excuse for giving it a moment’s discussion. The same 
number of this Roman Catholic publication “for the clergy,” contains 
an article in Latin, with French, German and Spanish footnotes, 
under the title, “Anent the Subject of Vasectomy,” so obscene 
that it might well command the attention of the Federal au- 
thorities to inquire whether the postal laws have been violated in 
the transmission of the magazine through the mails, for it is 
entered as second-class matter. The article is not published for 
scientific purposes, and has therefore no educational nor benevo- 
lent bearing. And it has not the slightest excuse for its appear- 
ance in either public or private print. 

In the narrative before us, it will be noted that the girl to be 
punished is a Protestant and the young man to be exculpated is 
a Romanist. And the proposed act of immorality and injustice 
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is to wear the cloak of what is alleged to be religion. Had the 
girl been a Romanist the conclusion of the article would have 
been materially different. In such a case the officient, naturally, 
would have been a Roman priest, and the Ne Temere decree 
would not have been applicable. 

It will be noted, also that important details are omitted, which 
would enlighten the question of moral responsibility for the 
compromising situation and the question of intimidation and 
compulsion. 

What may be the religious holdings or want of them, in the 
parties in such a case, is not a matter to be considered in justice. 

A matter of the very highest consideration, however, which, 
in his complete want of chivalry, this Roman Catholic writer has 
entirely ignored, is the fact that the woman in the case, however 
she may have sinned, is one of the noblest works of God's crea- 
tion, and is entitled to the protection of man, who is Divinely 
appointed to be her guardian, against every evil and injustice. 
And although I would avoid all vulgarity of thought or speech, 
so far as may be possible, I must say, that the man who can ren- 
der such a verdict as is here given, is one of the basest of those 
conscienceless creatures whom God, in His inscrutable providence, 
has permitted to deface the earth. 

As for the Decree “Ne Temere,” it may be said in all solem- 
nity, and in perfect calmness of judgment, that it had its birth 
in hell and is one of the devil’s cunningest tricks for the destruc- 
tion of the souls of Romanists. There is an old legend which 
accredits Thomas of Cantinpré, one of the early lights of the 
Dominicans, as saying, that at a Synod in Paris in 1248 A. D., 
Satan thanked the prelates for conducting all Christendom to hell. 

And Satan now owes the Vatican another visit, upon a simi- 
lar mission, since the promulgation of the Decree ‘““Ne Temere,” 
on August 2, 1907, which became effective on April 19, 1908. 

The third article of this Decree reads: “Only those mar- 
riages are valid which are contracted before the parish priest, or 
the ordinary of the place, or a priest delegated by either of these, 
and at least two witnesses, in accordance with the rules laid 
down in the following articles, and with the exceptions men- 
tioned under VII, and VIII.” 

Articles VII. and VIII. make exceptions in the case of im- 
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pending death and in the absence of any priest within the district 
or reasonable distance. 

This diabolival decree renders possible such deductions as we 
find in the conclusion of the discussion I have quoted. 

It is quite common to hear the Roman Church described as 
“The Mother of Harlots,” which epigrammatic cognomen doubt- 
less finds its rise in the infamy of convents. But this Decree 
“Ne Temere,” gives new meaning to the term. For by this 
decree a multitude of honestly wedded Protestant women are 
judicially made harlots by the Vatican and their children are 
denied legitimacy. 

But the “Ne Temere” is no new iniquity. For since the days 
of Benedict XIV. (1740-1758), the impediment of religicus dis- 
parity has been imposed by the Roman Church, to forbid and to 
nullify marriages between Romanists and non-Romanists. 

Very righteously and most piously the Roman Church for- 
bids the divorce decree, even where there is cause that gives 
scriptural justification to divorce. 

And here I pause to say that I agree with this lofty position 
when it is sustained by other righteousness and virtues. For 
our Lord, while not forbidding justifiable divorce, said to the 
Pharisees who were defending their divorce decree, “For the 
hardness of your heart, Moses wrote you this precept.” He, how- 
ever knew a higher, nobler law, the law of forgiveness. 

Divorce is merciful, however, in so far as it does not deprive 
inrocent children of legitimacy, 

But the Roman Church, denying children this mercy, nulli- 
fies marriages in lieu of granting divorces whereby innocent women 
are made harlots and innocent children are. made bastards 
under its immoral canons. The nullification of an honestly con- 
tracted marriage between persons of responsible age is vastly 
more immoral than any kind of divorce. 

Happily the civil law is more righteous and virtuous than this 
so-called religious law of the Roman hierarchy. And it protects 
women and children from such villainy as could be perpetrated 
under the “Ne Temere” decree if that decree should command 
civil support. The case above cited would be thrown out of any 
honest civil court, and the woman and her child, if there were 
one, would be given just protection. 
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But the Roman Church impudently claims the right of civil 
jurisdiction and is ambitious to achieve political control of Amer- 
ica as well as of all other nations. 

Now let sleeping Protestants and other non-Romanists sleep 
Let Rome achieve her coveted control! 

What then? Then the “Ne Temere” becomes the law of the 

State as well as of the church. 

And what then? 

Cannot you readily imagine the rest? Need I tell you that 
the leading is toward a cadet system and a white slavery, through 
process of deception, more gigantic than any that has hitherto 
come to the notice of our vice commissioners ? 

Given as an operative law, the deduction, under the authority 
of the Ne Temere decree, derived from the case above cited, 
and you have given to every Roman Catholic man the freest 
license to seduce and debauch as many guileless Protestant 
women as he can prey upon, through deception, under promise to 
wed, or by means of so-called “illegal marriage,” in the full confi- 
dence that such wedding bonds will be easily nullified, relegating 
such wives to the army of prostitutes and bastardizing and dis- 
inheriting their children, while the men are freed to marry as 
they may choose, women, who being Romanists, are free of the 
impediment of religious disparity ; but who after all can only be, 
under the Divine law and the natural law, their concubines. 

I do not say the Ne Temere decree, with the deduction under 
that decree that I have quoted, authorizes or gives approval to 
such prostitution. But I do say that this decree with this de- 
duction, not only condones such prostitution, but widely opens 
the gate which gives it free admission. The villain in the case 
has his path made easy. It is called “a case of conscience.” 
But conscience need not be troubled here. This miserable liber- 
tine seduces his innocent victim through what she supposes to be 
marriage. He is freed of his bonds by the nullifying decree. 
He is then freed of the guilt and penalty of his sin through con- 
fession and absolution, readily given by the church which frees 
him of his marital bonds. Then, a happy man, free of marriage 
and of sin, he may start forth again, seduce another innocent 
victim in the same manner, and in the same manner be liberated ; 


on! 
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and he may repeat this debauchery as often as he likes, and then 
finally marry validly, under the law of the church, the woman of 
his choice. Truly Rome makes easy the path to hell for all 
sinners who are loyal to her standards. 

I have said that this decree is one of the cunningest tricks of 
the devil for the destruction of the souls of Romanists. 

And is this not clearly apparent? For in this process the 
devil gets two Roman Catholic souls: the soul of the man who 
abandons his lawful wife for another woman, and the soul of the 
woman, who in full knowledge of the history of the case, becomes 
the legalized concubine of the man whose lawful wife is still liv- 
ing. Poor, deluded, short-sighted Rome, to be thus tricked by his 
Satanic shrewdness! For by means of such decrees as the Ne 
Temere, she conducts her own children to hell. And the devil 
may be truly grateful. Pity as we may the poor abandoned 
Protestant wife in the case, her suffering after all may be only 
temporal; while the penalty of the sin that has been wrought 
against her is eternal. 

If, however, we are mistaken; if we are entirely wrong; if, 
after all, the church of Rome is really the Bride of Christ, the 
only true and valid church, and the very oracle of God; if her 
infallible pope is indeed the Vicar of Christ, exercising sovereign 
power in heaven, earth, and hell; and if his infallible decree is 
equivalent to Divine law and binding upon the souls of all men; 
then we are confronted with a new and strange thing.. For be- 
hold now, no Protestants are married; no Jews are married; no 
heathen are married; for none of these was married in the pres- 
ence of a Roman priest. And there is none married in all the 
world save only Roman Catholics. And the whole human race 
without the pale of that church is living in concubinage if not 
in singleness. And the great majority of children born are illegi- 
timate. And in consequence the greater part of the human race 
is illegitimate and has no right to a place upon the earth. The 
majority of inheritances should revert to the State. The 
majority of thrones and principalities acquired by inheritance 
should be vacated. And the whole world should be reorganized 
with Roman Catholics in every office and in control of all wealth, 
because tliey are the only legitimate people who have any right 
at all to dwell upon the earth. No wonder Romanists, in some 
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places, and in some ages, have believed that all heretics, as thev 
call non-Romanists, should be exterminated. 

You had better awaken, Protestants! or you may find some 
day that the Ne Temere decree has lifted your heads from your 
shoulders. 

Of course the Ne Temere decree nullifies the natural law. 
Yet the natural law must be the Divine law. For the Divine 
Creator is the giver of the natural law. And from the creation 
of the first man and the first woman, the natural law has de- 
clared that when the man takes unto himself the woman, they 
become one flesh, and are no longer two but one; and that one- 
ness of flesh is manifest in the child which is the fruit of the 
union. And no other law can disannul this. And this is in no 
way effected by matters of belief nor by ceremonial forms, re- 
ligious or otherwise. The Divine law of revealed religion regu- 
lates such unions, so that the man may lawfully have but one 
wife and the woman but one husband. And under the natural 
and revealed law as combined in one, the wife of the man is the 
first woman he has so taken unto himself, so long as she shall 
live, and not the second (if he should unlawfully take a second), 
unless the first be no longer living. The same rule applies to 
the woman. 

And although, for the purpose of good government and the 
preservation of social order, the State legalizes marriage, regu- 
lating and restricting it; and although the church solemnizes 
marriage and sanctifies it with her blessing, neither of these for- 
malities constitutes marriage. Marriage is constituted solely in 
the voluntary, willing union of the man and the woman. And 
this is recognized in all law as common law marriage and is valid 
in law. His squaw is as truly the wife of the Indian brave, who 
never sought a license of a civil court, nor a blessing of a Roman 
priest or Christian minister, as is the woman the wife of the man 
who has taken her unto himself with the highest Papal blessing. 
Nor can the common law marriage of the Indian and his squaw, 
nor of the most savage Hottentot and his mate, if he should 
have but one, be annulled in the sight of God, by a Ne Temere 
decree, nor by all the decrees that may be issued by ecclesiastical 
and civil courts. Marriage can be annulled only by the sinful 
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infidelity of one or both of the parties therein. And it is not 
then annulled by courts. It is only declared to be annulled by 
them. They merely give legal publication of the fact, 

The Ne Temere decree, however, disannuls itself. For 
article VIII. gives an exception. This article reads thus: 

VIII. “Should it happen that in any district the parish priest, 
or the ordinary of the place, or a priest delegated by either of 
them, before whom marriage can be celebrated, is not to be had, 
and that this condition of affairs has lasted for a month, mar- 
riage may be validly and licitly entered upon by the formal 
declaration of consent made by the contracting parties in the 
presence of two witnesses.” 

This article then admits the validity of marriages celebrated 
without the aid of the priest, under certain circumstances; and 
if under certain circumstances then it must admit such validity 
under all circumstances. For if marriage without a priest is 
marriage in one place and at one time, then marriage without 
a priest is marriage in another place and at another time. This 
article proves that the presence of the priest does not 
make the marriage. Article VIII. annuls Article III. The 
exception vacates the rule. And here the devil, notwithstanding 
all his cunningness, outwits himself as usual. The only real 
impediment to marriage seems to be the presence of a Protestant 
minister as officient. Under this article, any couple who wishes 
to avoid the priest and still acquire validity in their act, need 
only to repair to a distant place where no priest resides, and 
then make declaration of their consent, without further ceremony 
of any kind. 

Here let us dismiss the Ne Temere decree.. It is under this 
decree that the young man in the narrative is to be permitted to 
abandon his wife and consort with another woman whom he will 


legally call his wife. This decree, charitably gives him the im- 
pediment of clandestinity and crushes the poor girl. 
It is well in tune with the poet who cried: 

“Yes, stone the woman—let the man go free! 

Draw back your skirts, lest they, perchance, 

May touch her garment as she passes; 

But to him put forth a willing hand 

To clasp with his which led her to destruction 
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And disgrace. Shut up from her the sacred 

Ways of toil, that she no more may win an 
Honest meal; but ope to him all honorable 
Paths, where he may win distinction ; 

Give to him fair, pressed down-down measures of 

Life’s sweetest joys. Pass her, O maiden, 

With a pure, proud face, if she puts out 

A poor, polluted palm ; but lay thy hand in 

His on bridal day and swear to cling to him 

With wifely love and tender reverence. 

Trust him who led a sister woman 

To a fearful fate.” 


“Stanislaus” was perhaps unfortunate in his choice of sub- 
jects. Had he chosen a Protestant for the man and a Romanist 
for the woman, and had he made the woman the applicant for 
annulment, he might have escaped the censure of these verses 
at least. But he made his choice of subjects most happily for 
the vindication of Truth, for in this choice of subjects we dis- 
cover exactly the operation of this abominable decree, in a cir- 
cumstance that might occur at any time. 


“Yes, stone the woman—let the man go free! 
Let one soul suffer for the guilt of two— 

It is the doctrine of a hurried world, 

Too out of breath for holding balances 
Where nice distinctions and injustices 

Are calmly weighed. But ah, how will it be 
On. that great day of fire and flame, 

When men shall stand before the one true 
Judge? Shall sex then make a difference in 
Sin? Shall he, the Searcher of the hidden 
Heart, in his eternal and divine decree 
Condemn the woman and forgive the man?” 


In my next article I shall consider the alleged impediment 
of fear presented in this case. 
To be continued. 


The True Value of Penance. From “The Messenger of the 
Sacred Heart,” Roman Catholic, New York. Question: “What 
should be done if the priest were to forget to assign a penance 
in confession?” Answer: “Ask the priest if you advert to it 
before leaving the confessional. If you only notice it afterward, 
DON’T BOTHER ABOUT IT.” 
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A LETTER TO DOCTOR LYMAN ABBOTT. 


Last month a subscriber of THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC wrote 
the following letter to the Editor-in-chief of The Outlook: 


Rev. Lyman Abbott, D.D.: You denounce “government by 
dynamite”—the McNamara dynamite. Why are you silent about 
government by Cardinal Gibbons’ dogmas—silent except when 
you cordially welcome that sort of government under our flag? 

The bridges, brick walls and iron beams which the McNamara 
dynamite smashed can be restored in a season. But Cardinal Gib- 
bons’ teachings destroy precious maxims and ideals of human 
progress, and penalize the institutions of republican government, 
and challenge the jurisdiction of the people over faith and morals 
as established by our forefathers. It required centuries to plant 
these maxims and ideals in human hearts, and fortify these insti- 
tutions and this jurisdiction by legislation. If these priceless 
blessings are penalized and: crushed by the malignant anathemas 
of hierarchical terrorism it will-require more than the life-time of 
cne generation and more than one campaign of battle and slaughter 
to reestablish them. 

Our forefathers declared that it is the right of the people to 
build government on “such principles” as seem best to them—the 
people, not popes and cardinals. This eternal truth inspired the 
enactment of our marriage laws and school laws, our laws govern- 
ing speech, press and worship. But under hierarchical teachings 
it is a crime to inculcate this truth at Catholic firesides or in 
Catholic schools and churches; and a crime punishable in hell 
for any Catholic citizen to avail himself of the sacred rights under 
these laws. 

The McNamara dynamite wounded and murdered iron workers 
and printers most awfully ; albeit, death and healing limit suffering 
of that kind. But Cardinal Gibbons’ dogmas cast fathers and 
mothers, sons and daughters into an abyss of anguish which has 
no limit in the endless darkness beyond the grave. Such is the 
doom of Catholic citizens who refuse to accuse themselves of 
mortal sin for being loyal to our country, its liberties and in- 
stitutions. 

You, Doctor, do not believe in the keys and hell used by the 
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Cardinal in segregating our Catholic neighbors on papal lines, 
and in penalizing our marriage rites, our schools, our benevolent 
organizations, our freedom of speech, press and worship, and in 
wresting from us our jurisdiction over faith and morals. But 
your incredulity does not diminish the dreadful fears of our 
Catholic fellow-citizens who do believe in the power of these keys 
and in the vivid reality of the pope’s hell. 

Pardon me for again asking: Why are you silent about these 
invasions ? Very respectfully, 


A VISIT TO THE NEW APOSTOLIC DELE- 
GATE AT WASHINGTON 


When in the vicinity of Washington during the past Sum- 
mer, we took occasion to call on the newly appointed apostolic 
delegate, Most Rev. John Bonzano. We had been importuned 
repeatedly by the priests of the diocese, and by others also, to 
go to Washington with our case; but as we had appealed in 
vain to the former delegate, Falconio, and had only wasted our 
time and money with him, we peremptorily declined to have any- 
thing more to do with the apostolic delegation. But as we hap- 
pened to be in the vicinity of Washington we regarded it as a 
matter of conscience to acquaint this new delegate with the 
scandalous conditions of the Ogdensburg Diocese and to give 
him an opportunity at least of preventing further scandals 
through our forced appeal to the civil courts. 

The new delegate, we are happy to say, completely surprised 
us with his kind and cordial manner, and received us with open 
arms and with the most fatherly attention and solicitude. He 
surprised us also with the information that he had been in- 
structed in Rome regarding our case, and that he had our corres- 
pondence with the Roman tribunals in his possession. This was 
the first intimation we had that Rome had taken any notice of 
our letters at all, since we had been waiting for almost a year 
for a mere acknowledgment of the same. His excellency ex- 
pressed his sincere desire and his anxiety to take up our case, 
but regretted that he could do nothing in the absence of the 
bishop, who is in Europe. Now, the bishop had gone to Europe 
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in May on a pleasure trip, which he takes regularly every three 
years, to be gone until October, regardless of the troubles exist- 
ing in his diocese, and with the avowed purpose of remaining 
away during the term of court set for the trial of the writer’s 
damage suit against him. 

The present apostolic delegate impressed us as a sincere and 
saintly man, as a sweet and affable soul. He appeared to us, 
however, as a rather delicate man for the awful burden of the 
office imposed on him. He deplored the fact that he was encum- 
bered with thousands of cases from the immense territory he 
has been appointed to, the whole United States. He certainly 
has our sympathy. But we told him we could not help for the 
absence and delinquency of the bishop, or the inadequacy of the 
Church courts to do us justice, and that we were therefore com- 
pelled to keep our case in the civil courts until the Church gave 
us the proper redress. This saintly and apparently well-meaning 
little man is certainly to be pitied for the terrible burden that 
has been placed on his shoulders. He is expected, with two or 
three assistants, to handle the thousands of cases pouring into 
the delegation every day. He is expected constantly also to 
attend important celebrations and gatherings all over the land. 
But his heaviest burden is the adjustment of difficulties between 
the priests and their bishops. He has over one hundred bishops 
and archbishops to deal with, a body of powerful and independ- 
ent men, who are privileged to do about as they please. Their 
word is usually final, whether as a matter of fact or of right, 
whether in the ecclesiastical or in the civil courts. With them 
usually might is right, and when they elect to do as they choose, 
which is ordinarily the case, there is no organized power on 
éarth, at least not in this country, that seems able to resist them 
and put them in their place. Judges, Governors and Presidents 
must do their bidding or face the prejudices of their fanatical 
followers and the defeat that usally threatens from their all- 
powerful influence and prestige. Pity the weak little man, who 
essays to administer justice to the injured, on the one hand, 
and to uphold the authority of the Church on the other. There 
has always been a fell-founded suspicion that the office of the 
apostolic delegate has been one rather of honor than of efficiency, 
one rather lucrative than sincere. 
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HOST WORSHIP OR JAIL 


The Present Sufferings for Christ of a Young Spanish Marine 


[Madame Lydia Wirtz, a personal friend of Pablo Fern- 
andez, tells how this converted Spanish marine has lately suf- 
fered for his steadfast refusal to worship the Host. It 
should be read by those well-intentioned Nonconformists who, 
in their mistaken liberal-mindedness, see “no harm” in either Pro- 
cessions of the Host or Home Rule.} 

The sun was shining brightly as the hundreds of young 
Spanish marines, with their officers, came trooping into the plaza 
at Ferol, on July 28, 1912, for the celebration of the “Mesa de 
Campana.” When the Host was elevated all the marines knelt. 
All, did I say? No! Look!! One noble youth stands erect. 
The corporal requested him to kneel. He declines. A superior 
officer then commands him to bow down. When he explains 
that his conscience to God forbids him to worship an idol, a still 
higher officer is brought, but with the same result. He is then 
committed to the military jail and threatened with twelve years’ 
penal servitude. ne 

They told him, when in prison, that kneeling to the Host 
was not a religious act, but merely one of obedience to the king, 
and suggested what we know as their doctrine of “mental re- 
serve.” Thank God! like Shadrach, Meshach and Abednego, 
our Spanish brother remained firm. In consequence of his suf- 
ferings he became ill, and was thereupon removed to the Mili- 
tary Hospital. I received many letters from him while there. 
He was continually tormented by the nuns. A few pesetas that 
had been sent him were demanded of him by the “sister” (with 
fury and bad language, accompanied by stamping the ground till 
the floor of the hospital shook), declaring that he would use the 
few coins to escape. Much prayer was made for him, and God 
graciously gave him his liberty from the hospital, although he 
was still suffering in his chest. He returned to his cell, thank- 
ful, indeed, to be quit from his persecutors. From here he wrote 
me a letter, in which he spoke of the great pain, and many pre- 
cious promises from God’s Word that had sustained him. 
Appeals, extending over several months, were made to Dr. Cane- 
lejas, the Spanish Prime Minister, who promised to look into 
the matter. Our friend was then court martialed, and has just 
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been sentenced by the Supreme Military Tribunal to imprison- 
ment for six months. 

Pablo Fernandez is the name of the stalwart young Spanish 
marine, whose steadfastness for “the truth as it is in Jesus” has 
called forth this persecution in a land famed for its Host wor- 
ship and Roman Rule. 


CHRIST’S MISSION 


The work at Christ’s Mission goes steadily forward. We 
do not give you long statements of it, because THE CONVERTED 
CaTHOLIC has a mission of its own, and we need all the space 
for its educational work. Christ’s Mission and THe CONVERTED 
CATHOLIC are one, however, and when you support the one you 
support the other. They are the two arms of the same work, 
and represent each other. 

The Sunday afternoon service at 3.30 o’clock is well attended 
this Winter. Bishop Ferrando is preaching an interesting course 
of sermons on monasticism. The people are greatly impressed 
with them. Bishop Rudolph and the Rev. Dr. Collins preached, 
in the brief absence of Bishop Ferrando in Porto Rico, during 
the Christmas holidays. 

Bishop Ferrando lectures here and there when he is invited. 
On the evening of February 6th he addressed a very large con- 
gregation at the Fourth Avenue Methodist Episcopal Church in 
Brooklyn. On February 22d he addressed a largely attended 
conference in Newburgh, N. Y., in which many churches were 
represented. 

The organist of Christ’s Mission is the Rev. Giovanni Ongaro, 
an ex-priest, who came to us last Summer, and who is now 
studying in the Bible Teachers’ Training School, New York. 
The Rev. Basilio Santori, another ex-priest, came to us last 
Summer from the City of Rome, and has been cared for by 
Christ’s Mission, and is now a student under our care in the 
German Theological Seminary (Presbyterian), at Bloomfield, 
N. J. We shall tell you more about them later. The Rev. 
Eugenio Hernando, our young Spanish ex-priest, is engaged in 
missionary work in Brooklyn, under our support, and is also 
studying at the Bible Teachers’ Training School, New York. 
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We could aid many other ex-priests if we had the means. 
A few days ago we were asked whether we could care for another 
ex-priest about to arrive from Italy. But we had to say that 
at present we are working to the limit of our means, and can 
do no more. Of course, our acceptance of the man would de- 
pend upon his credentials, even if we had the means. But this 
shows a glimpse of the outlying field. Another priest in the City 
of Rome is begging us to bring him to America and liberate 
him from his bondage. We could tell you of others who have 
come and have received counsel and have gone again. 

The office is a busy place. The correspondence is large, and 
we try to reply to our friends as promptly as we can. Many 
come for all sorts of advice. Frequently we are besought for 
legal advice. Twice within a week persons have asked for legal 
advice in their troubles. We advise them as best we can, 
but we cannot afford to help to the degree that we could wish. 
Many receive spiritual advice. In a quiet way, without blare of 
trumpets, Christ’s Mission is doing its appointed work, with the 
Lord’s help and blessing, and, we trust, effectively. 


For a Greater Converted Catholic 

We Want One Thousand New Subscribers Next Month 

Can it be done? It can. If all our subscribers and friends who 
believe that THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC is doing a good work and 
should be more widely read will help we can have many more than 
one thousand new subscribers within a month. We have had a 
zeal to give you the best of our ability in our pages. Now we have 
a zeal for increased circulation. Last Summer we told you that 
THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC goes to almost every part of the world, 
and we gave you a list of the many countries to which we travel 
monthly. But our little messenger and instructor should be read 
by more people everywhere. Our subscribers often tell us that. 
When they renew their subscriptions they write us many kind 
words of commendation. We do not print them, because we can- 
not afford to use the precious space in publishing our own praises 
when we have so much that is important to tell our people. But 
we appreciate them, and they encourage us. Now we have a vision 
of a larger circulation. Let us all work together to secure it. We 
shall not be content with one thousand new subscribers. We want 
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hundreds of thousands of them. But we want one thousand in one 
month—in March, 1913. We believe we are only at the beginning 
of a very great work. But that work must be accomplished 
through wide circulation. After all, we are not asking you to 
help us, but we are asking you to enable us to the better help 
you, and help to warn the people of our country and of the 
world of the dangers of Romanism. We need money greatly to 
carry forward out important work. But this is not a money 
question. It is the work of giving wide-spread information we 
are-asking you to undertake. We want THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC 
to find its way into as many homes, both Protestant and Romanist, 
as possible. 

Three things we want: 

First.—One thousand new, paid subscribers, during March. 

Second.—A fund to enable us to send the magazine free to 
every religious publication in the country. 

Third.—Another fund to enable us to send the magazine free 
to as many Roman priests and laymen as we can. 

Now for a definite, organized effort! Will each of our 
present subscribers try to send us at least one new paid subscriber 
during March? Will each of our present subscribers contribute 
during March one dollar, or half a dollar, to the fund for the 
sending of the magazine free, as we have suggested? A strong 
pull all together will accomplish this purpose. 

On the day on which you receive this copy of THe CONVERTED 
CATHOLIC go right out and find a new subscriber for us. Be a 
real missionary in the work of combatting the errors of Rome, and 
of extending a knowledge of the truth. Do not be content with 
reading, but try to find other readers. Only through wide circu- 
lation, and by means of many readers, will the truth be widely 
known. Rome is not asleep. Protestants must be awake. We are 
offering premiums in our advertising pages. But we do not want 
you to work for premiums. We want you to work for the Lord 
and win His blessing in this missionary labor. Do not disappoint 
us. Send us a thousand new subscribers this month. And then? 
—another thousand next month. Find a new subscriber to-day. 
We shall tell you next month who has sent us the largest number 
of new subscriptions. 
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Christ’s Mission Contributions 


The following contributions were received for the work of 
Christ’s Mission from January 23, 1913, to and including Febru- 
ary 24, 1913. Kindly inform us if any names are omitted that 
should be included in this list: 

J. L. R., $3.50; Rev. S. T., $2; Mrs. M. E. McK., $3; T. W., 

2; W. M., $3.50; J. F. C., $2.50; Mrs. L. P. M., $2.63; Miss 
M. S., $1; S. R. K., $10.50; C. M. M., $10; C. W., $1.50; Mrs. 
M. W. G., $25; W. D., 5o0c.; Mirs. T. B., 50c.; Miss H. E. S., 
$20; Mrs. P. N. S., $20; Miss L. S. H., 50c.; E. C. B., $3.50; 
C. A. J., $50; C. K. F., 50c.; Mrs. J. T., $100; Miss J. E. T., 
$5; T. W. S., $1.50; A. 10., $2.75; J. F., 50c.; J. E. F., 50c.; 
G. P. D., $5; S. J. McK., $1.50; R. W. O., $1; Miss M. W., 
5oc.; Mirs. A. O. T., $3.50; F. W. A., 50c.; J. C. W., $200; Miss 
H. E. S., $100;. Miss R. A., $3.50; Mirs. C. W., $15.50. 


Christ’s Mission 


Make all checks, drafts and money orders payable to the 
Treasurer of Christ’s Mission. Send all payments and contri- 
butions to Mr. C. M. Busch, Treasurer, 1112 Times Building, 
New York. Address all other correspondence to the Director of 
Christ’s Mission, 331 W. 57th Street, New York. 

Volume XXIX of THe Convertep CaTHo.ic for 1912 is 
now in the bindery, and the bound volume will be ready for sale 
very soon. It is a handsome, cloth-bound book, containing 432 
pages. The price is $1.50. Send money with orders. 
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